Abstract: Since mankind developed written documents, libraries have been the places where information and knowledge have been stored. At the same time there have always been struggles about the access to information and knowledge. Within a digitized world libraries have to re-define their position. The demand for access for all, made by scientists and researchers as well as the public, presents libraries with a new challenge. This article tries to show how libraries can meet that challenge, what requirements they need to be successful, and where the limits are within bourgeois society.
Introduction
"Privatization and shortage are obstructive and have no more justification when we struggle for viability. In contrast the parole should be: Abolition of all patents! Freedom for ingenuity! Copy globally and without restraint! Utilize what is useful! Break down the tollbooths! Disempower the highwaymen claiming tariffs from you when you want to educate yourselves! Such cries would have been ultra-radical phrases 20 years ago. But today the technical resources are at hand to re-organize the whole of important […] knowledge, so that as many as possible understand to spread it so all mankind can use it free of charge and present it in a way that enables to change it for own purposes. Those representations are in the common interest of mankind. Therefore they should explicitly be at disposal for copying and adapting. What today is hindered by strong efforts, spreading knowledge free of charge, should become the explicit aspiration. What from a bourgeois perspective looks like a gigantic raid, would in fact be a pilgrimage for the common good" 1 [Translation N.H.] These words by Hans Thie, economy speaker of The Left Party in Germany's 'Bundestag', were originally made in an ecological context. But they can be used without changes for the 'Spirit of Openness' in science and arts, because "within solely intellectual production, where intellectual work is not only means but the purpose of economic activity, the bourgeois conditions fundamentally begin to slip. The existing economic rules start to stagger and at the same time their bourgeois forms. Everything is changed. The spirit is a free commonist, not an elitist citizen" As Thie writes, in the economy of the mind the principle is fundamental that knowledge can be the more productive the more it is universal and the more it can be freed from bourgeois proprietorship. Openness as a political concept means to look at the results of science and arts not mainly in their commodity form but as worldwide social property.
However, that doesn't mean that bourgeois conditions will slide quasi automatically into a new, whatever one will call it society, because -as the initiatives of many corporate open access publishers show -such models can easily be implemented based on the logic of capitalist valorisation. Also the engagement of stock exchange speculator George Soros in the Open Access movement indicates this circumstance. But definitely the Open Access concept contains an emancipatory function and implies the quest for democratizing society because knowledge and works of art are this way spread easier and faster. The Arbitrary behaviour of publishers and censorship are less likely. The Open Access (OA) concept promotes worldwide communication and gives developing countries better chances to participate in the production of and access to the world's knowledge. If Openness also includes political decisionmaking and administrative actions, it promotes transparency and enables citizens to have more influence on creating their living conditions.
Open Access as Part of the Openness Concept
To make available intellectual products via the Internet and the WWW as a public good is the crucial tenor of Openness in a digitized world. It can be reached in different ways and have different effects (Open Access, Open Data, Open Science, Open Source …). In this article especially Open Access shall be illuminated because it has the highest relevance for libraries.
"The idea of Open Access corresponds fully to the traditional values and goals of academic working, which rely on colleagueship, exchange of ideas and outputs, the common search for insight and the spread of knowledge for the benefit of society. Only the digital age allows a free common approach to scientific knowledge and research data that was not known under the conditions of the printing age. Instrumental for this is the impact of this new instrument on the development of a society committed to the central concept of The goal of all Open Access initiatives is to make knowledge and information in digital form accessible to and utilizable for everyone and to do so permanently, free of charge and without technical or legal barriers. The idea is that this form of access can act as a stimulus for science as well as the development of mankind. But there are differences concerning the extension of Open Access'. The minimum demand is to make the results of tax funded research open access, whereas the maximum demand also covers research conducted by companies, universities and universities of applied sciences. Having in mind the maximum demand, the limits of current Open Access policies very quickly become evident. Imagine for example the problems involved and resistances one would face when trying to make e.g. the pharmaceutical industry's research data Open Access.
One certainly should reflect in different ways on the amplitude between minimal and maximum demand. This article does not want to list all arguments, but only wants to point out some basic reflections. Representatives of the minimum demand argue that most scientific research is conducted in public or tax funded institutions and that it is not reasonable that the public should pay twice or, if you add the peer review system, three times, while the publishers make unjustifiably high profits. Supporters of the maximum demand argue that all results of scientific and artistic works build on the efforts of others or refer to those efforts, being therefore a product of social collaboration, as Robert K. Merton stressed, that should belong to all.
Open Access very often is compared to Open Source, but there are significant differences. While Open Source's main character is the cooperation of many persons participating in a project, collaboration is -depending on the scientific discipline -not so commonly occurring in the world of OA. Also the concepts of openness differ:
"While Open Source makes as principal claims a. the disposability of software's source code, b. the possibility to use and copy software free of charge, c. the possibility to change software and pass on the changed version, the degree of Open Access' openness is discussed controversially and has basically two forms. While Gratis Open Access is defined relatively undisputed as access free of charge to scientific documents, Libre Open Access is defined as free of charge access that nullifies at least one legal barrier of the use of scientific documents" 10 [Translation N.H.]. Only Libre Open Access enables the reworking and passing on of the reworked version to others.
Open Access (as all the other concepts of Openness) cannot be valid in the same way for science and the arts. While scientists as a general rule can do their work in a (more or less) assured position, freelance artists are dependent on the possibility to market their products. So it will be necessary to reform copyright and similar rules that apply to the creative sectors of the economy or to arrange the living conditions of artists in a completely new way, for example by introducing a basic income guarantee.
Libraries and Open Access
Open Access knows two ways of how knowledge and information can be made accessible to everybody free of charge and without legal or technical barriers for all times. One of those, the golden road, is the more fundamental approach: new research results shall be published 8 http://ec.europa.eu/research/era/pdf/european-bureau-of-library-information-documentation-associationseblida_en.pdf 9 http://www.ifla.org/publications/ifla-statement-on-open-access-to-scholarly-literature-and-research-documentation 10 right from the beginning exclusively in Open Access Journals, funded by the authors or by the institutional membership of universities or research units. At the moment many scientists advocate the golden road theoretically, but hardly use it themselves. They mainly still publish in the old Toll Access Journals, which has to do with the hierarchy of journal reputation present in the academic system.
The green road has a more moderate approach, which is likely to have more success. Here the research results are published in a conventional journal, but after a negotiated period they may be published on the researchers' websites or in a repository provided either by the scientist's institution or an institution that represents an entire research field.
Libraries and librarians enter the game at the point where access to academic knowledge is established because their professional knowledge makes librarians and libraries the perfect location. Libraries also have a lot of experience in digitizing their holdings as well as in long-term archiving.
Librarians for ages were concerned with segregating valuable from not so valuable documents, to classify them, to set keywords and to enrich catalogue data with meta-data. Compared to traditional library magazines, the nearly limitless memory of a server will make it possible for the first time to store all data worthy of preservation for coming generations, given that the problems of long-term preservation can be solved adequately. Librarian can also handle another task that is crucial for the reasonable use of Open Access very well: the training of (digital) information competence. They have already done son for centuries.
It must be clear that libraries cannot conduct the re-arrangement towards Open Access themselves without any support. This task is rather a political one because the social benefits clearly exceed the public investments. Substantial additional funds are dearly needed, especially as no one knows today if libraries can reduce their costs by Open Access projects, although Peter Suber from the Harvard Office of Scholarly Communication is convinced that "OA solves the pricing crisis for scholarly journals. It also solves what I've called the permission crisis. OA also serves library interests in other, indirect ways. Librarians want to help users find the information they need, regardless of the budget-enforced limits on the library's own collection. Academic librarians want to help faculty increase their audience and impact, and help the university raise its research profile" 11 . Libraries are principally open-minded to Open Access strategies, but they have to face barriers that did not exist in times before digitization. When a library bought a book or made a subscription to a journal, they owned the physical book or magazine afterwards and were allowed to freely lend them. With e-books and e-journals the library can only attain a license and the publisher still has the right to determine in which way the library may make it accessible to the public. Private legal relations therefore hamper the technically possible free use. Furthermore the virtual books and journals cannot be archived.
Another huge problem for libraries is the strategy of publishers to bundle up magazines a library needs dearly with others it does not want to have, and to make subscriptions possible only to those bundles. Public libraries face the problem that publishers often refuse to provide licenses for e-books, especially for bestsellers. If libraries can get licences for such popular works, they often are limited to an absurdly small number of loans. As described above, the problem is that publishers always have the right to dictate how public libraries work.
These problems cannot be solved unless copyright rules are adopted for modern times. But it is necessary to see how in a capitalist world technical advance can have negative results for the public if society is not able to shape positive circumstances for their own benefit.
The Limits and Critique of Open Access
It is mainly publishers and other economic stakeholders who are critical of Open Access strategies. Their first concern is the possible loss of a highly profitable business field and therefore refutable from a political viewpoint. But academics often support this argument either from a traditional point of view or by utilising the argument that Open Access Publishing does not have the same reputation as plain old Toll Access Journals that have high impact factors. Some also argue that publishing Open Access hampers their academic careers.
Companies are mainly interested in applied research and fear because of competition and the profit-focus that in an Open Access world they would not be able to keep their research results secret. But the economy also derives profits from having fast and costless access to information. Exactly here is the point where the discussion has to be developed either in the direction of a further stage of bourgeois democracy or a new model of society.
Also the political Left expresses criticism of Open Access strategies. Some of its representatives criticise on the one hand the ideological foundation of Open Access within the imperialistic discourse of development aid and on the other hand that Open Access as a technical solution is not able to solve existing social disparities. "The current definition of the Gold Road of Open Access shows that especially the big publishing houses have very well understood to use Open Access for themselves and for their continued supremacy. While at first the Golden Road only meant to publish scientific results openly and freely (in opposite to the Green Road, where contributions can be openly published only after they have been exclusively marketed by private publishers), the Golden Road nowadays is understood predominantly in such a way that publishers organize the open and free primary publication after a publishing fee has been paid. […] [Such Left positions argue for the] industrial workers, consumers and other creators' fair participation in the results" 12 [translation N.H.]. In the realm of academia, one can often hear the argument that introducing a duty academics working in public institutions to publish Open Access would violate the constitutional freedom of research and teaching. This is a false conclusion because nobody can be forced to publish the results of his/her work, but if one wants to publish them, it has to be done Open Access, at least within the framework of the EU Horizon 2020 programme that will start in 2014.
Scholars' insecurities about publishing Open Access partly also come from the fact that the distribution of rights is not clearly regulated. As long as scientists, researchers, libraries and the public have no legal claim for free access to new and relevant information, as long as Open access is a voluntary offer by the publishers that can be changed or withdrawn at all times, it will not gain the reputation and breadth necessary for fundamentally changing the momentary publishing regime.
In discussions of Green Open Access, mainly the duration of the holdback period is a crucial question. Publishers call for preferably long periods, while large parts of the academic world and the public demand open access without any delay.
Open Access and North-South Relations
The close link between scientific development and the social and economic wellbeing of a nation has long been recognised. Jawaharlal Nehru, India's first prime minister, said: "It is science alone that can solve the problems of hunger and poverty, of insanitation and illiteracy […] Who indeed can ignore science today? We need it at every turn". Likewise, a 1982 UNESCO report states that "assimilation of scientific and technological information is an essential precondition for progress in developing countries". The InterAcademy Council argues: "In a world moving rapidly toward the knowledge-based economies of the 21st cen-12 "[Es]zeigt die aktuelle Definition der Golden Road des Open Access, dass es gerade die großen Wissenschaftsverlage sind, die es sehr genau verstanden haben, Open Access für sich und damit für eine weitergehende Vormachtstellung zu nutzen. War mit der Golden Road ursprünglich nur gemeint, Wissenschaftliche Beiträge offen und frei erstzuveröffentlichen (im Gegensatz zur Green Road, der freien und offenen Zweitveröffen-tlichung nach einer exklusiven Vermarktung der Beiträge durch privatwirtschaftliche Verlage), wird "golden" mittlerweile mehrheitlich so verstanden, dass privatwirtschaftliche Verlage nach Zahlung einer Publikationsgebühr die offene und freie Erstveröffentlichung der wissenschaftlichen Beiträge organisieren." Eingefordert wird eine "faire[n] Teilhabe der Fabrikbelegschaften, KonsumentInnen oder anderen IdeengeberInnen an den Ergebnissen.", http://blog.die-linke.de/digitalelinke/ohne-gleichberechtigung-und-sozialen-ausgleichbleibt-open-dicht/ tury, capacity building in science and technology (S&T) is necessary everywhere. But the need is greatest for the developing countries"
13
As already mentioned in section 4, Openness and Open Access play an important role in the discussion of just and fair relations between Northern and Southern countries. But often this takes on the meaning that Northern states in a (post-) imperialist attitude should let the developing countries participate in Western information and knowledge. Developing countries tend to not like this view for obvious reasons and argue with strong credentials why the time has come for Open Access and Open Archiving.
Of course it is true that Southern countries depending on their financial situation have less possibilities to bear the exorbitant costs of traditionally or digitally stored knowledge and information. Also their research budgets tend to be smaller. But Southern countries have to offer huge amounts of knowledge that has until now not been appreciated enough in the world. This is especially the case in the fields of health, agriculture and climate. A just exchange of knowledge enabled by Open Access strategies therefore would be beneficial for the North too.
Developing countries' educational and research systems often have, as an outcome of imperialism and colonialism, conservative structures. Nevertheless countries like for example Brazil have a much higher presence of Open Access Journals and a much higher number of articles published open access than some countries in the North. Therefore structural learning and exchange can be profitable and worthwhile for both sides.
Résumé from a (Left) Librarian's View
"The debate on the value of open access to publicly funded research information is now migrating from 'whether' to 'how '" 14 . The debate on Open Access strategies has reached such a broad level that an implementation is necessary in any case, independently if we speak about a reform of publishing within bourgeois society or about a process that is part of the transformation of political conditions. Hendrik Bunke compares the mainstream of the Open Access debate with the "Revisionismus-Debatte" (Revisionist Debate) in Germany's Social Democracy in 1914" "The starting point is my amazement about the quiescence of German libraries regarding the boycott of Elsevier. Maybe somehow unreflected and naïve I had assumed until now, that we all fight for the enforcement of Open Access and therefore would be highly pleased by the boycott that is a rebellion of the scientists from below. Think again. The reactions were restrained. Only few librarians (the usual suspects) participated in the debate, let alone the boycott. Public statements by libraries were rare. This is even more surprising as the issue found broad attention in the media. It surprises also because the issue Open Access has been established quite well in the library field and is promoted actively by investors and their associated institutions. But also the protagonists of this slow transition remain silent or sceptical.
Why this reluctance? For years we have preached the advantages and necessity of Open Access. Every day we work hard to build the infrastructure for it. We complain that we get through very slowly to the academics, that we succeed only insufficiently to convince them. And then (finally!) a large number of academics becomes active and declares not to write or review anymore for Elsevier because they think this publisher's business model and prices are exploitative. This creates new wind for Open Access that reaches the media, politics and governments (EU, UK). And we? We stand aside and look at it lukewarm and with at least sceptical nosiness.
One reason is -similar to the SPD [Social Democratic Party of Germany] before 1914 -the acceptance and integration of Open Access. Since the Berlin Declaration -virtually our Erfurt Programme -we have reached a lot. One can say so. But apparently we become now somehow … cushy. And we become the victim of our own success. Libraries and Open Ac-cess protagonists have made themselves cosy in their small niche. Mainly anxious to save what has been reached, they merely aspire, to expand their stake on the basis of market laws. They cheerfully cooperate with the publishers in many areas -also in the fields of Open Access -and try not to hurt one another. It's nice to sit at the same table with the almighty, isn't it?" 15 [Translation N.H.] . Underlying the debate on Open Access is the categorical question to whom knowledge belongs. This question leads directly to disputes about "intellectual property", which is a deeply ethical and political conflict.
"[There can be] a whole series of reasons indicating that issues preserving the so called 'intellectual property'
• hamper the growth of the economy and make possible only a suboptimal level of prosperity, because by protecting 'intellectual property' only a suboptimal allocation of knowledge is possible in order to raise the effectiveness and efficiency of dealing with scarce goods; • contribute to the reproduction or actual strengthening of social inequality;
• because of the technical requirements necessary for enforcement, promote illiberal and totalitarian developments" 16 [Translation N.H.] At a whole the development of intellectual property rights shows that there is a steady trend towards strengthening the rights of organizations that want to economically valorise information. At the same time the rights of the creators, the users and the public tend to be less recognised. The parallelogram of forces, installed as a just equilibrium between creators, utilizers, users and the public, has lost its balance. However, equity is one of the basic themes of ethics, equally to the enablement of a "good life" for all in a philosophical as well as socio-economic perspective. I want to stress as a human to whom arts and culture are very important as well as a librarian at a public library who is as a matter of principle interested in conditions that enable artists to be creative without economic distress, that Open Access strategies cannot be applied one to one on artistic production. The copyright regime ("the labour legislation of creative people") 17 has to be changed in a way that all artists for the first time (!) have a chance to lead a "good life".
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